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ABSTRACT 
This study reporls on an intensive 
archaeological survey of three sections of the Santee 
Cooper Jefferies (Pinopolls) to Kingstree 230kV and 
115kV transmission lines which are situated on the 
Francis Marion National Forest. The powerlines have 
already been constructed on these corridors, at a time 
when no archaeological investigatiorui were being 
mandated by either the forest Service or the State 
Historic Preservation office. Since that time some 
porlioru of the Santee Cooper corridors have been 
incorporated in other archaeological studies. Although 
no new aonetruction is currently anticipated, this survey 
of those portions not previously investigated was 
required by the Forest Service as part of the easement 
renewal process by Santee Cooper. 
The first seotion is identilied as Compartment 
2, Tract fl 1260 about 1.5 miles east of St. Stephens. 
This corridor, 200 feet in width (with about 175 feet 
cleared) is a total of 950 feet in length and runs from 
the forest Service property, about 1,500 feet north of 
SC 45, to the marsh and lowlands at the edge of the 
Santee Cooper Diversion Canal. The second corridor 
is identified as Compartment 25, T racl fl 76 about 0.5 
mile southeast of Bonneau. This corridor, about 6390 
feet in length, is also 200 feet in width, although only 
about 175 feet of this width are cleared. The corridor 
runs from S-53 southwesterly to Forest Service Road 
115. The third segment of this survey involved a 
corridor in Compartment 26, identified as T racl fl 
113a. Here the corridor is about 5,800 feet in length, 
running from the west side of US 52 southwesterly, 
crossing S-52, to the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad. 
Only the 115kV transmission lines run on this 
corridor, so it is 100 feet in width, with a total cleared 
width of about 80 feet. 
Much of these corridors is found on low, 
poorly drained soi.ls. The corridors have received impact 
from construction and continued maintenance. This 
archaeological investigation consisted of shovel testing 
in the center of the corridor at 100 and 200--foot 
intervals, depending on the nature of the soils. All fill 
was screened through V4-inch mesh and the shovel tests 
were backfilled at the completion of the study. 
Consultation with the S.C. Department of 
Archives and HIBtory reveals no National Register 
properties in the immediate area. The S.C. Institute of 
Archaeology and Anthropology reveals numerous 
archaeological sites in the general area of these 
corridors, although no sitea are within the study tracts. 
Our investigation revealed the location of one 
previously identified archaeological site and four isolated 
finds. Site 38BK233 is situated at the north end of the 
corridor in Compartment 2, Tract fl 1260 and appears 
to represent a scatter of Middle Woodland remains on 
a ridge overlooking the Santee swamps. 
The isolated finds, which include remains on 
all three corridors, include three sherds and two flakes. 
Neither the site nor the isolated finds appear 
to possess the data sets necessary to address substantive 
research quefill.onB appropriate for the Francis Marion 
National forest. With the approval of the U.S. forest 
Service and concurrence of the State Historic 
Preservation Office no additional management activities 
are reao:rrunended for the road corridor. 
It is possible that archaeological remains may 
be encountered in the corridor during construction. 
Construction crews should be advised to report any 
discoveries of concentrations of artifacts (such as 
bottles, ceramics, or projectile points) or brick rubble to 
the project engineer, who should in turn report the 
material to the National Forest Service's Heritage 
Program Manager or to Chicora Foundation. No 
construction should take place in the vicinity of these 
late discoveries untJ they have been examined by an 
archaeologist. 
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This wo.1 was conducted for Mr. Isaac Green, 
Santee Cooper, by Dr. Michael Trinkley, with 
assistance from Ms. Rachel Campo, of Chicora 
Foundation. The project involves the archaeological 
survey of three short sections of Santee Cooper power 
line easements crossing the Francis Marion National 
Forest in the Bonneau and St. Stephens area of 
Berkeley County (Figures 1 and 2). The powerlines 
have already been constructed on these corridors, at a 
time when no archaeological investigations were being 
mandated by either the Forest Service or the State 
Historic Preservation Office. Since that time some 
portions of the Santee Cooper corridors have been 
incorporated in other archaeological studies. Although 
no new construction is currently anticipated, tins survey 
of those portions not previously investigated was 
required by the Forest Service as part of the easement 
renewal process by Santee Cooper. The corridors are 
currently used for the Jefferies (Pinopolis) to Kingstree 
230kV and Jefferies (Pinopolis) to Kingstree l15kV 
transmission lines. 
The project is situated in east central Berkeley 
County, on lands controlled by the Francis Marion 
National Forest. Three specific survey corridors are 
investigated by this study. 
The first is identified as Compartment 2, 
Tract F 1260 about 1.5 miles east of St. Stephens. 
This corridor, 200 feet in width (with about 175 feet 
cleared) is a total of 950 feet in length and runs from 
the Forest Service property, about 1,500 feet north of 
SC 45, to the marsh and lowlands at the edge of the 
Santee Cooper Diversion Canal. 
The second corridor is identified as 
Compartment 25, Tract F 7b about 0.5 mile southeast 
of Bonneau. This corridor, about 6390 feet in length, 
is also 200 feet in width, although only about 175 feet 
of this width are cleared. The corridor runs from S-53 
southwesterly to Forest Service Road l15. 
The third segment of this survey involved a 
corridor in Compartment 26, identified as Tract F 
l13a. Here the corridor is about 5,800 feet in length, 
running from the west side of US 52 southwesterly, 
crossing S-52, to the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad. 
Only the 115kV trarumission lines run on tbs 
corridor, so it is 100 feet in width, with a total cleared 
width of about 80 feet. 
This survey did not include any portions of 
these transmission lines off Francis Marion lands. The 
investigations were conducted. under an Archaeological 
Resources Protection Act Special Use Permit granted 
by the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, 
on November l, 1999 (signed by Mr. Don Kinerson, 
District Ra"Ber). Tbs study is identified by the Forest 
Service as number 00-03, which is the fiscal year in 
which the work was conducted (2000), followed by the 
number of the report (03). The field investigations were 
conducted by Dr. Michael T rink!ey and Ms. Rach.el 
Campo on November 29. A total of 14.5 person hours 
were spent on-site conducting the survey. 
Natural Envirolllllent 
Berkeley County is situated in the lower 
Atlantic Coastal Plain of South Carolina. Containing 
about 1,100 square miles, it is bordered by Georgetown 
County to the northeast, Charleston County to the 
southeast and southwest, Dorchester County to the 
west, Orangeburg County to the northwest, and 
Clarendon and WilliamBburg counties to the north. 
The topography of the country is characterized 
by subtle undulations characteristic of beach ridge 
plains. The elevations range from sea level to 
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igure 1. Project vicinity in Berkeley County, South Carolina (basemap is USOS South Carolina 1 :500,000). 
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igure 2. Project area showing the location of the three survey tracts (baeemap is USDA, Forest Service, Francis Mario 
National Forest). 
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approximately 105 feet above mean sea level (AMSL). 
In the vicinity of these three study areas the elevations 
range from about 50 feet to 70 AMSL. The topography 
is generally level, especially in the more southerly two 
tracts. The one corridor adjacent to the Santee Cooper 
Diversion Canal exhibits more topographic relief, with 
rolling hJls near the lowlands. 
Berkeley ;,; drained by three significant river 
systems: the Santee, Wanda, and Cooper rivers. The 
Santee has a large freshwater dIBcharge and forms the 
northern boundary with neighboring Georgetown 
County. The Wanda ;,; a coastal river, being dominated 
by tidal action. The Cooper River, winch flows through 
the center of the County, was al.o originally a tidal 
river, but ii h .. been modified by a large volume of fresh 
wateI diverled b:om the Santee through Lak.$ Marion 
and Moultrie. In addition, there are a number of broad, 
low-gradient interior drainages that are p~ent either as 
exlensiona of tidal s\rearnB or flooded bays and swales. 
Signilicanl drainages in \he study area include 
the Santee River (dominating the first survey tract), and 
Spring Grove Swamp, Canady Branch, and the Cooper 
River. In addition, the area includes a number of very 
wet, lowland areas dominated by Tupelo-Gum and 
Cypress forests formed from low interior swales or 
drainages. 
A. previously mentioned, Berkeley County ;,; 
made up of one broad physiographlc area, otten called 
the lower Atkntic Coastal Plain or the Atlantic Coast 
Flatwoods. The surface soJs are almost entirely 
sedimentary and weie transported into the area from 
el.ewhere. The geology of Berkeley County is 
characteristic of the region; the formations covering the 
surface date from the Pleistocene and include sands, 
clays, gravel., and phosphates. 
Moat of lhe county lli covered with broad areas 
of nearly level to gently sloping loamy to clayey soil.. 
On the flood plains these soil. are usually subject to al 
least occasional, and often frequent, flooding. In fact, 
Long (1980:1) reveal. that fully 95% of the soil. in the 
county have excess water in their profiles. Major soJ 
seriea include Meggett, Goldsboro, Bonneau, Craven, 
Wahee, Duplin, Bethera, and T awcaw. The soJs in 
lower Berkeley are part of the Wahee-Duplin-Lanoir 
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association. They tend to be somewhat poorly to 
moderately well drained and have a loamy surface layer 
with a clayey subsoJ. 
On the first corridor, in Compartment 2, 
Tract F 1260, the dominant soJ lli Caroline fine sandy 
loam with 2 to 6% slopes. These soJs ars well drained 
and formed in clayey Co .. tal Plain sediments. They 
have an A horizon of dark grayish brown (10YR4/2) 
fine sandy loam about 0.3 foot in depth overlying an 
A21 horizon of yellowh brown (10YR5/4) sandy loam 
to about 0. 7 foot. Balow lli au A22 horizon of yellowh 
brown (10YR5/6) sandy loam to a depth of about 1.3 
feet. Th;,; rests on a B horizon of red (5YR5/8) sandy 
clay loam. We found this profils generally conallitent 
throughout the corridor, although there was 
comiidera.ble erosion, with reduclion or loaa of overlying 
A horizons (Long 1980:13.14). 
On the sec~nd corridor, in Cornparbnent 25, 
T racl F 76, four different soil series are present. At 
either end of the tract are Lynchburg fine sandy loams, 
which are somewhat poorly drained soils formed in 
loamy Coastal Plain sediments. Thay lend lo exhibit A 
horizona to 0.6 foot consisting of black (10YR2/l) 
grading into light yellowllih brown (2.5YR6/4) sand. 
Below ;,; a B horizon of yellowh brown (10YR5/4) 
sand overlying gray subsoil.. The Ocilla soJs are very 
simJar, al.a being somewhat poorly drained, although 
they exhibit a somewhat darker A and B horizon. The 
Rains and Caxville soJs, in contrast, are both poorly 
drained. They tend to have a black (N:?/0) A horizon, 
grading into a gray (10YR5/l), with the Coxvills soJs 
tending to be more clayey (Long 1980:15-16, 21-22, 
24-25, 27-28). All of these soil. may have seasonal 
high waler tables ranging from the surface lo a foot 
below the surface. 
The third segment, Compartment 26, Trac\ F 
113a, also consists of four soJ series. At the northern 
end is Bonneau soils, typically found on broad ridges 
and usually well drained. The A horizon, very dark 
grayish brown (2.5YR3/2) loamy sand grading into light 
yellowh brown (2.5YR6/4) loamy sand, lli about 0.6 
fool in depth and overlies an A22 horizon of light 
yellowish brown (2.5YR6/4) sand to nearly 2.0 feet. 
The Goldsboro soils, found at the southern end of the 
tract, are moderately well drained and are formed in 
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loamy Coastal Plain sedimentE. The A horizon is very 
similar to that of the Bonneau, only slightly thinner. 
The Lynchhurg soil. have been previously disCUSBed, aud 
tend to be somewhat poody drained. The final soil series 
on this corridor are the Pinckney loamy fine sands. 
These soil. are very poody drained and have a surface 
layer of black loamy fine sand to al least 3 feet in depth 
(Long 1980:10-11, 18-19, 26-27). The Pinckney 
soils are frequently flooded, while the Bonneau and 
Goldsboro soil. tend to have water tables at least 2.5 to 
3 feet below the surface. 
Berkeley County has a suhtropical climate, 
characterized by warm summere, mild winters, and 
adequate precipitation fairly evenly spread throughout 
the year. Except in the summer, when maritime tropical 
air controls the climate of the area, the daily weather 
patterns are controlled. by west to east moving pressure 
systems and associated fronts, -
Yearly precipitation averages 47 inches, but 
rauges from 39 to 55 inches. The growinii season, from 
April to September, receives an average of 31 inches or 
about 66% of the yeady total. The average length of the 
freeze-free growing seaaon is approximately 260 days, 
although frosts can occm as eady as October 26 and as 
late as April 15 (Long 1980:46). 
Mills remarked in 1826 that Carolina was 
similar to European climates, lying at a similar latitude. 
He noted that: 
in comparing the climate of South 
Carolina, with similar climates in 
Bmope, we find it lying under the 
same atmospheric influences with 
.Aix, Rochelle, Montpelier, Lyons, 
Bordeatuc, and other parts of France; 
with Milan, Turin, Padua, Mantua, 
and other parls of Italy (Mill. 1972 
[1826]:133). 
The coastal region is a moderately high risk 
zone for tropical storms, with 169 hurricanes being 
documented from 1686 to 1972 (0.59 per year) 
(Mathews el al. 1980:56). One of the most devastating 
in the eighteenth century was the hurric.ane of 
September 15, 1752. One report listed 92 people 
drowned, although the death toll, especially among the 
African American slaves was likely much higher. The 
storm also had considerable long-term eHects and 
Calhoun notes that: 
that: 
the destruction of trees was severe; 
one plantation owner1s loss was 
assessed at $50,000 and many of 
those treeB which survived were 
"hearl-shaken,'1 and unfit for use. 
Crops were even more damaged as 
the storm followed a severe drought. 
It was necessary to enact laWB to 
regulate the exportation and sale of 
corn, ''Peafe, 11 and small rice, so that 
"the poor may be able to pmchase 
Provisions at a moderate Price11 
(Calhaun 1983:9). 
Speaking of the coastal plain Braun observed 
the vegetation of tbB region is in 
part warm temperate-subtropical, in 
part distinctively coastal plain, and in 
part temperate deciduous. It is ma.de 
up of widely different forest 
communities - coniferous, mixed 
coniferous and hardwood, deciduous 
hardwood, and mixed deciduoUB and 
broad-leaved evergreen hardwood -
interrupted here and there by 
swamps, bogs, and prairies. The large 
number of unlike communities is 
related to the diverse environmental 
conditiorui of the region (Braun 
1974:282) 
Indeed, an examination of the region aroW1d Berkeley 
County reveal. tremendous diversity. One detailed study 
revealed a mosaic including the oak-hickory-pine forest 
common to upland areas, oak-gum-bald cypress forest 
typical of the southern floodplains, pine forests found in 
mesic to xeric upland sites, mesophytic broadleaved 
forests on more mesic slope sites, old rice fields, and a 
variety of swamp forests such as the tupelo-cypreiis, low 
hardwood, and ridge hardwoods (Federal P ewer 
Commission 1977). All of these forest types have 
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different dominants and different understory vegetation 
(see Barry 1980). 
In the project area the corridor was almost 
entirely cleared for the powerline conBtruction and the 
dominant vegetation was broomstraw, brambles, or low 
grasses. Adjacent areas, however, consisted primarily of 
pine on the drier soils and mixed hardwoods, especially 
tupelo or sweet gwn, on the lower and wetter elevations. 
Prehlstoric and Historic Synthesis 
The Prehlstoric 
The Paleo-Indian period, lasting from 12,000 to 
8,000 B.C., Ui evidenced by basally thinned, 
side-notched projectile points; fluted, lanceolate 
projectile points, side scrapers, end scrapers; and drills 
(Coe 1964; Michie 1977; Williams 1968). The 
Paleo-Indiali ocoupa.tion, while widespread, does not 
appear to have been intensive. Arlifacts are most 
frequently found along major river drainages, which 
Michie interprets to f!llpporl the concept of an economy 
11oriented towards the exploitation of now extinct 
mega-fauna" (Michie 1977:124). 
Unfortunately, little Ui known about 
Paleo-Indian subsistence Bh:a.tegies, settlement systems, 
or social organization. Generally, archaeologists agree 
that the Paleo-Indian groups were at a band level of 
society (see Service 196b) 1 were nomadic, and were both 
hunters and foragers. WhJe population density, based 
on the isolated finds, is thought to have been low, 
Walthall suggests that toward the end of the period, 
11there was an increase in population density and in 
territoriality and tha.t a number of new resource areas 
were beginning to be exploited" (Walthall 1980:30). 
The Archaic period, which dates from 8000 to 
2000 B.C., does not form a sharp break with the 
Paleo-Indian perio~ but is a slow transition 
characterized by a modern climate and an increase in 
the diversity of material culture. Associated with this Ui 
a reliance on a broad spectrum of small mammals, 
although the white tailed deer was likely the moot 
commonly exploited mammal. The chronology 
establi.hed hy Coe (1964) for the North Carolina 
Piedmont may be applied with little modification to the 
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South Carolina coastal plain and piedmont. Archaic 
period assemblages, exemplified by comer-notched and 
broad-stem projectile points, are fairly common, perhaps 
because the swamps a.nd drainages oHered especially 
attractive ecotones. 
In the Coastal Plain of the South Carolina 
there Ui an increase m the quantity of Early Archaic 
remains, probably associated with an increase in 
population and associated increase in the intensity of 
occupation. "While Hardaway and Dalton points are 
typinally found as Uiolated specimenB along riverine 
environments, remains from the following Palmer phase 
are not only more common, but are also found in both 
riverine and interriverine settings. Kirks are likewise 
common in the coastal plain (Goodyear et al. 1979). 
The two primary Middle Archaic phases found 
in the ccastal plain are the Morrow Mountain and 
Guilford (the Stanly and Halifax complexes identified 
by Coe are rarely encountered). Our best information 
on the Middle Woodland comes from sites invest\Jlated 
west of the Appalachian Mountains, such as the work in 
the Little Tennessee River Valley. The work at Middle 
Archaic river valley sitea, with their evidence of a diverse 
floral and faunal subsistence base, seems to stand in 
stark contras! to Caldwell's Middle Archaic "Old Quartz 
Industry" of Georgia and South Carolina, where axes, 
choppers, and ground and poli.hed alone tool. are very 
rare. 
The Late Archaic is characterized by the 
appearance of large, square stemmed Savannah River 
projectile points (Coe 1964). These people continued 
the intensive exploitation of the uplands much like 
earlier Archaic groups. The bulk of our data for this 
period, however, comes from work in the Uwharrie 
region of North Carolina. 
The Woodland period begins by delinition with 
the introduction of fired clay pottery about 2000 B.C. 
along the South Carolina coast (the introduction of 
pottery, and hence the beginning of the Woodland 
period, occurs much later in the Piedmont of South 
Carolina). It should be noted that many researchers call 
the period from about 2500 lo 1000 B.C. the Late 
Archaic because of a perceived continuation of the 
Archaic lifestyle in spite of the manufacture of pottery. 
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Regardless of terminology, the period from 2500 to 
1000 B.C. is well documented on the South Carolina 
coast and is characterized by Stallings (fiber-tempered) 
pottery (see Figure 3 for a synopsis of Woodland phases 
and pottery designations). The subsistence economy 
during this early period was based primarily on deer 
hunting and fishing, with supplemental inclusions of 
small mammals, birds, reptiles, and shellfish. 
Lke the Stallings settlement pattern, Thom's 
Creek sites are found in a variety of environmental 
zones and take on several forms. Thom's Creek sites are 
found throughout the South Carolina Coastal Zone, 
Coastal Plain, and up lo the Fall Line. The sites are 
found into the North Carolina Coastal Plain, but do 
not appear to extend southward into Georgia. 
In the Coastal Plain drainage of the Savannah 
River there is a change of settlement, and probably 
subsistence, away from the riverine foaus found in the 
Stallings Phase (Hanaon 1982: 13; Stoltman 
1974:235-236). Thom's Creek sites are more 
commonly found in the upland areas and lack evidence 
of intensive shellfieh collection. In the Coastal Zone 
large, irregular shell middens, small, sparse shell 
middens; and large 11shell rings11 are found in the Thom1s 
Creek settlement system. 
The Deptford phase, which dates from 1100 
B.C. to AD. 600, is best characterized by fine to coarse 
sandy paste pottery with a check stamped surface 
treatment. The Deptford settlement pattern involves 
both coastal and inland sites. 
Inland, sites such as 38AK228-W, 38LX5, 
38RD60, and 38BM40 indicate the preeence of an 
exlenaive Deptford occupation on the Fall Line and the 
Coastal Plain, although sandy, acidic soils preclude 
statement. on the suhaistence base (Anderson 1979; 
Ryan 1972; Trinkley lQSOb). These interior or upland 
Deptford sites, however, are strongly associated with the 
swamp terrace edge, and this environment is productive 
not only in nut masts, but abo·in large mammals such 
as deer. Perhaps the best data concerning Deptford 
11base camps11 comes from the Lewis-West site 
(38AK228-W), where evidence of abundant food 
remains, storage pit features, elaborate material culture, 
mortuary behavior, and craft specialization has been 
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reported (Sassaman et al. 1 Q90:96-98). 
Throughout much of the Coastal Zone and 
Coastal Plain north of Charleston, a somewhat different 
cultural manifestation is observed, related to the 
"Northern Tradition" (e.g., Caldwell 1958). This 
recently identified assemblage haa been termed Deep 
Creek and was first identified from northern North 
Carohna sites (Phelps 1983). The Deep Creek 
assemblage is characterized by pottery with medium to 
coarse sand inclusions and surface heatments of cord 
marking, fabric impressing, simple stamping, and net 
impressing. Much of this material has been previoUBly 
designated as the Mi.ddle Woodland "Cape Fear" pottery 
originally typed by South {1976). The Deep Creek 
wares date from about 1000 B.C. to A.D. 1 in North 
Carohna, hut may date later in South Carolina. The 
Deep Creek settlement and subsistence systems are 
poorly bown, but appear to be very simtlar to those 
identified with the Deptford phase. 
The Deep Creek assemblage strongly resembles 
Deptford both typologically and temporally. It appears 
this northern tradition of cord and fabric impressions 
was introduced and gradually accepted by indigenous 
South Carolina populations. During this time some 
groups continued making only the older carved 
paddle-stamped pottery, while others mixed the two 
styles, and still others (and later all) made exclusively 
cord and fabric stamped wares. 
The Middle Woodland in South Carolina is 
characterized by a pattem of settlement mobility and 
short-term occupation. On the southern coast it ie 
associated with the Wilmington phase, while on the 
northern coast it is recognized by the presence of 
Hanover, McClellanville or Santee, and Mount 
Pleasant assemblages. The best data concerning Middle 
Woodland Coastal Zone assemblages comes from 
Phelps' (1983:32-33) work in North Carolina. 
Associated itemB include a small variety of the Roanoke 
Large Triangular pointa (Coe 1964:110-111), 
sandstone abraders, shell pendanta, polished stone 
gorgets, celts, and woven marsh mats. Significantly, 
both primary inhumations and cremations are found. 
On the Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 
researchers are finding evidence of a Middle Woodland 
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Yadkin assemblage, best known from Coe's work al the 
Doerschuk site in North Carolina (Coe 1964:25-26). 
Y adbn pottery is characterized by a arushed quartz 
temper and cord marked, fabric impressed, and linear 
check stamped surface treatments. The Y adbn ceramics 
are associated with medium-sized triangular points, 
although Oliver (1981) suggests that a continuation of 
the Piedmont Stemmed Tradition lo al least A.D. 300 
coexisted with this Triangular Tradition. The Yadkin 
series in South Carolina was first observed by Ward 
(1978, 1983) from the White's Creek drainage in 
Marlboro County, South Carolina. Since then, a large 
Yadkin village has been identified by DePratter at the 
Dunlap site (38DA66) in Darlington County, South 
Carolina (Chester DePratter, personal communication 
1985) and Blanton el al. (1986) have excavated a small 
Yadkin site (38SU83) in Sumler County, South 
Carolina. Research at 38FL249 on the Roche Carolina 
tract in northern Florence County revealed an 
assemblage including Badin, Y adbn, and Wilrn.ington 
wares (Trinkley et al. 1993:85-102). Anderson et al. 
(1982:299-302) offer additional typological 
assessments of the Y adbn wares in South Carolina. 
Over the years the suggestion that Cape Fear 
might be replaced by such types as Deep Creek and 
Mount Pleasant has raised considerable controversy. 
Taylor, for example, rejects the use of the North 
Carolina types in favor of those developed by Anderson 
et al. (1982) from their work al Mattassee Lake in 
Berkeley County (Taylor 1984:80). Cable (1991) is 
even less generous in his denouncement of ceramic 
constructs developed nearly a decade ago, also favoring 
adoption of the Mattassee Lake typology and 
chronology. This construct, recognizing five phases 
(Deptford I - Ill, McClellanville, and Santee!), uses a 
type variety system. 
Regardless of lenninology, these Middle 
Woodland Coastal Plain and Coastal Zone phases 
continue the Early Woodland Deptford pattern of 
mobJity. WhJe sites are found all along the coast and 
inland lo the Fall Line, shell midden sites evidence 
sparse shell and artifacts. Gone are the abundant shell 
tool., worked bone items, and clay balls. Recent 
investigations at Coastal Zone sites such as 3SBU747 
and 38BU1214, however, have provided some evidence 
of worked bone and shell itemB al Deptford phase 
midderu (see T rink!ey 1990). 
In many respects the South Carolina Late 
Woodland may be characterized as a continuation of 
previous Middle Woodland cultural assemblages. WhJe 
outside the Carolinas there were major cultural changes, 
such as the continued development and elaboration of 
agriculture, the Carolina groups settled into a lifeway 
not appreciably different from that observed for the 
previous 500 to 700 yeare (cf. Sassaman el al. 
1990:14-15). This situation would remain unchanged 
untJ the development of the South Appalaahian 
Mississippian complex (see Ferguson 1971). 
The South Appalachian Mississippian Period 
(ca. A.D. 1100 lo 1640) is the most elaborate level of 
culture attained by the native inhabitants and is 
followed by cultural disintegration brought about largely 
by European disease. The period is characterized by 
complicated stamped pottery, complex social 
organization, - agriculture, and the construclion of 
temple mounds and ceremonial centers. The earliest 
phases include the Savannah and Pee Dee (A.D. 1200 
to 1550). 
Historic Overview 
The English established the first permanent 
settlement in what is today South Carolina in 1670 on 
the west bank of the Ashley River. Like other European 
powers, the English were lured to 11new Wo:rld11 for 
reasons other than the acquisitions of land and 
promotion of agriculture. The Lords Proprietors, who 
owned the colony untJ. 1719-1720, intended to 
discover a staple crop whose marketing would provide 
great wealth through the mercantile system. 
By 1680 the settlers of Albermarle Point had 
moved their village aaross the bay to the tip of the 
peninsula formed by the Ashley and Cooper rivers. This 
new settlement at Oyster Point would become modem~ 
day Charleston. The move provided not only a more 
healthful climate and an area of better defense, but: 
the cituation of this Town is so 
convenient for public Commerce that 
it rather seems lo be the design of 
some skillful Artist than the 
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accidental position of nature 
(Mathews 1954: 153). 
The early settlers of the Carolina colony came 
from other mainland colonies, England, and the 
European continent. But the future of Carolina was 
largely directed by the large number of colonists from 
the English West Indies. This Caribbean connection 
has been discussed by Waterhouse (1Q75), who argues 
that the Caribbean immigrants were largely from old 
families of economic and political prominence which 
formed the Barbados elite. Waterhouse observes that 
while el.ewhere in the American colonies the early 
settled families were displaced from their established 
positions of power and economic superiority by 
newcomers, this did not occur in South Carolina. In 
Carolina: 
a relatively large proportion of those 
who, in the middle of the eighteenth 
century, were among the tvealthier 
inhabitants, were descended from 
those families who had arrived in the 
colony during the firat twenty years 
of its settlement (W aterhouae 
1975:280). 
This irnrnijjration turned out to be a sijjniHcant factor 
in the stability and longevity of South Carolina's 
colonial elite. It also firmly established the foundations 
of slavery and cash crop plantations. 
Many of these Barbadian immigrants settled in 
the Goose Creek area, forming one of the most 
influential political and economic groups in the colony 
(Stoney 1938:19). The "Goose Creek Men" included 
individuak such as Maurice MatheWB, Jamea Moore and 
John Boone. They favored increased Indian slavery, 
trade with the pirates or privateers that sailed the 
Carolina coast, and generally ignored the efforts of the 
Lords Proprietors to control the Colony1a economic and 
political future. While the political power of the Goose 
Creek faction peaked in the 1720s, it continued to 
evidence co11Siderable economic power well into the late 
1740s (see Morgan lQSO; Sirmans 1%6). 
Early agricultural experiments which involved 
olives, grapes, silkworms, and oranges were less than 
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successful. While the Indian trade was profitable to 
many of the Carolina colonies, it did not provide the 
Proprietora with the wealth they were expected from the 
new colony. This trade was also limited since the Indian 
population was so dramatically reduced by European 
disease, the sale of alcohol, and slavery. 
Cattle raising also was an easy way to exploit 
the region's land and resources, offering a relatively 
secure return for very little capital investment. Few 
slaves were necessary to manage the herd. The mild 
climate of the low aounhy made winter forage more 
abundant and winter shelters unnecessary. The salt 
marshes on the coast, useless for other purposes, 
provided excellent grazing and eliminated the need to 
provide salt licks. More interior swamps found smular 
vegetation and piovided a constant wate-r supply (Coon 
1972; Dunbar 1961). Production of cattle, hogs, and 
sheep quickly outstripped local consumption and by the 
early eighteenth century beef and pork were principal 
exports of the Colony to the West Indies 0/ er Steeg 
1975:114-116). This allowed the ties between Carolina 
and the Caribbean to remain strong, and provided 
·essential provisions to the large scale, single crop 
plantations. 
Rice and indigo both competed for the 
attention of Carolina planters. Although introduced at 
least by the 1690s, rice did not become a significant 
staple crop until the early eighteenth century. At that 
time it not only provided the Proprietors with the 
economic base the mercantile system required, but it 
was al.o to form the basis of South Carolina's 
plantation system - slavery. 
South Carolina's economic development 
during the pre-Revolutionary War period involved a 
complex web of interactions between slaves, planters, 
and merchants. By 1710 slaves were starting to be 
concentrated on a few, large slave-holding plantations. 
By the close of the eighteenth century some South 
Carolina plantations had a ratio of slaves to whites that 
was 27: 1 (Morgan 1977). And by the end of the 
century over half of eastern South Carolina's white 
population held slaves. With slavery came, to mai!iy, 
unbelievable wealth. Coclanis notes that: 
on the eve of the American 
IN'IRODUCTION 
Revolution, the white population of 
the low country was by far the richest 
single group in British North 
America. With the area's wealth 
based largely on the expropriation by 
whites of the golden rice and blue dye 
produced by black skves, the 
Carolina low country had by 177 4 
reached a level of aggregate wealth 
greater than that in many parls of 
the world even today. The evolution 
of Charleston, the center of the low-
country civilization, reflected not 
only the growing wealth of the area 
but also its spirit and soul (Coclanis 
1989:7). 
Only certain areas of the low country, however, 
were suitable for rice production. During the early years 
rice ~ grown as an upland crop, in !'!mall fields 
adjacent to freshwater sheams where water could be 
easily impounded and applied lo the crop. By the eady 
1700s planters found that upland swamps, such as 
those in the Goose Creek area, were even better suited 
for rice, although the soils were quickly exhausted 
(Meriwether 1940; Sellers 1934). These upland 
swamps, distinct from well-drained uplands, remained 
the focus of Carolina rice agriculture during the entire 
Colonial period. 
Hewatt, writing in 1779, describes the process 
of upland swamp rice cultivation: 
after the pknter has obtained his 
tract of land, and built a house upon 
it, he then begins to clear his field of 
that load of wood with which the knd 
is covered. Having cleared his field, 
he next surrounds it with a wooded 
fence, lo exclude all hogs, sheep, and 
cattle from it. This field he plants 
with rice ... year after year, until the 
lands are exhausted, or yield not a 
crop sufficient to answer his 
expectations. Then it is forsaken, and 
a fresh spot of land is cleared and 
planted, with is also treated in like 
manner, and in succession forsaken 
and neglected {Hewatt 1836:514). 
This rather aimpl.istic commentary failed lo observe the 
engineering feat that upland swamp rice cultivation 
really was. Clearing, wh:iah alone was a monumental 
underlabng, was followed by the construction of darns, 
dikes, and trenches. By one estimate, a 500 acre rice 
field required 60 rntles of dikes and ditches (Gunn 
1976:1-16). Fields were carefully leveled to eruure that 
they could be completely covered by waler. Rice· was 
pknted during two periods - March 10 to Aprtl 10 and 
June 1 to June 10 -- avoiding May since vast migrations 
of "rice birds" passed through the state during that 
period and could destroy a mop. Rice was harvested in 
late August. 
By 1730 the majority of the population of the 
colony, both rural and urban, was black (W cod 197 4). 
By 1850, 46% of Charleston District's population 
(which included today's Berkeley County) consisted of 
African American slaves (DeBow 1854:302), although 
Hilliard (1984:37) indicates that more than 60% of the 
Charleston slaveholders by 1860 owned fewer than 10 
slaves. Regardless, there remained vast plantations 
where the owner's wealth was achieved by the labor of 
black slaves. 
During the eighteenth century the profits to be 
gained from rice were extraordinary, ranging from a 
12°/o to nearly 28% net rehl.rn on the investment, well 
exceeding other cash crops, such as tobacco or indigo. 
(see Coclanis 1989:141). Charleston was the mecca 
around which the economic, political, and social world 
of Carolina revolved. Charleston provided the essential 
opportunity for conspicuous conswnption, a mechanism 
which allowed the display of wealth accumulated from 
the plantation system. 
By the end of the eighteenth century, 
beginning of the nineteenth century, the rate of relum 
on rice had been reduced, at best, to about 2o/o, and 
many years the rate of return was a staggering -3% to -
7%. In 1859, just before the Civil War, the return is 
reported to have been -28%. A. Coclanis observes: 
the economy of the South Ca<el.ina 
low country collapsed in the 
nineteenth century. Collapse did not 
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come suddenly - many feel, for 
example, that the area's "golden age 11 
la....ted until about 1820 - but come it 
did nonetheless. By the late 
nineteenth cenhuy it was clear that 
the forces responsible for the area's 
earlier dynamiBm had been routed, 
the dark viotory of economic 
stagnation virtually complete 
(Coclanis 1989:111). 
The plantation economy which originated 
during the eighteenth century continued into the 
nineteenth and gave rise to the numerous planters' 
settlements such as Cainhoy, Honey Hill, and Spring 
Hill. Situated on the sandy soils of the inner coastal 
plain, these settlements were thought to offer a more 
healthy climate than the coastal areaa, especially those 
associated with rice cultivation. 
The Civil War destroyed that lifestyle. 
Competition from states further west, several years of 
bad storms, and labor problems also doomed efforts to 
restore rice cultivation to its previous place of honor. By 
the late nineteenth century the region's economy was 
supported by phosphate mining and timbering. Williams 
and h;,, colleagues (Williams et al. 1993) provide 
additional historical background for the St. Stephens 
area, noting that by the late nineteenth century the area 
was dominatad by timbering, with lumber companies 
acquiring vast traots prior to the twentieth century. 
Population began to be clUHtered around a Beries of 
small towns, such as St. Stepheru; and Bonneau, as well 
along the developing road system. However, much of the 
area is shown on period maps as unimproved and 
isolated. 
Previous lnvestiffations 
There have been a very large number of 
archaeological studies conduoted in the Berkeley County 
area. Syntheses of many are provided by other 
researchers, such as Adams (1990) and Anderson et al. 
(1982). Only a few of the more recent studies will be 
briefly mentioned in tb overview, 
Although work in the late 1970s was sporadic 
and not always of a uniform quality, surveys such as 
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those conduoted by the S.C. Institute of Archaeology 
and Anthropology at the Grove and Flagg plantations 
(Hartley and Stephenson 197 5) began to reveal the 
complexity of the historic settlement in the region, 
wlule investigatione such as that undertaken by Brooks 
and Scurry (1978) continue to be quoted for its 
exceptional documentation of prehistoric settlement 
criteria. The later, for example, reveals that while soil 
types are good general indicators of site probability, there 
are archaeological sites locatad on poorly drained soils. 
Tb., the authm:s point out, indicates that faotors other 
than siniply drainage, likely played some role in 
selecting camp sites. 
Other srudies, undertaken at about the same 
time, continued to reveal the complexity - and density 
- of sites in the region. Wood's (1977) examination of 
a transmission line from Mount Pleasant to the Cooper 
River area, revealed the diversity of the study area. Her 
work revealed the presence of both prehistoric (including 
perhaps contact period) and hiBtoric settlements. 
Although a reconnaissance survey by Lees and Michie 
(1978) failed to reveal the same deruity of sites, it 
nevertheleBB documented the range of siteB that might 
be expected, suggesting that virtually any develop~ent 
on swamp margins would be likely to impact prehistoric 
sites. 
It was in the mid to late 1970s that the SC 
Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology conducted 
several surveys of the area known at the time as the 
Cooper River Rediversion (Asreen 197 4, Brockington 
1980). This work, a pedestrian survey of the 2,000-foot 
wide diversion canal corridor, identified a total of 67 
archaeological sites, including some which were outside 
(but in close proximity to) the corridor. This study 
found relatively few Archaic Period sites, but did find a 
fairly large number of small Woodland sites in "upland, 
non-riverine" areas. Most numerous were Middle 
Woodland Deptford sites. 
AE a conclusion to that work, three sites 
(38BK226, 38BK229, and 38BK246) were subjeoted 
to extensive testing and data recovery (Anderson et al. 
1982). This work pioneered much of our understanding 
of coaatal plain sites and, especially, began to bring 
some order to large quantity of Woodland pottery which 
previously had been often ignored. Although not on or 
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adjacent to the project corridor, this work was only 
ahoul 1.5 miles lo the east. 
In the early 1980s Limerick Plantation was 
al.o briefly inveetigated. The plantation, created in 
1707, was owned by the Ball family from 1764 until 
ahout 1891 (Lees 1980). Investigations concentrated 
on the main house {Lees 1980) where the archlleolure 
of the main house was the focus of the reseaxch. 
Additional effort was devoted lo the exploration of the 
changing settlement pattern at the t::1ite. Later, 
additional research was devoted to nearby sites 
associated with the pl.ntation. Most of this activity was 
devoted to the Tanner Road site, where Bahson (1988) 
sought to examine the site's ethnicity and function. 
During the mid-1980s Ferguson and Bahson 
(1986) used historic plats lo identify the range of 
plantation sites on the East Branch of the Cooper 
River. Thi. study revealed ahout 250 buJdings 
associated with 18 planlatioru. What is curious is that 
despite the extraordinary deruity of the individual 
settlements examined in this work, arohaeologiste 
continue lo dcoumenl only a very small handfnl of the 
structures likely to be present on any plantation 
complex. 
The U.S. Forest Service produced an overview 
of the archaeology of the Francis Marion National 
Forest ahout thi. same time. Thi. document provides a 
synthesis of forest research up lo that lime and explores 
many of the research topics which are still significant 
today (Anderson and Logan 1981). 
Also during the mid-l 980s there were a 
number of surveys conducted on U.S. Forest Service 
properly in the immediate area. For example, Pa.squill 
(1983) commenla on both the ubiquity of tar kJn sites 
in the area, as well as the occasional identification of 
small graveyards. This work al.o reveal. issues 
concerning the fragility of many sites - such as 
cemeteries - and how often they may be either 
damaged or destroyed by development activities. 
Another survey (Pasquill 1984), again reveal. how 
common tar blns are, although questions regarding 
eligibility might well be revisited in light of more recent 
issues concerning historic significance. His research also 
reveals the range of small prehistoric sites whiah are 
typically located on sandy ridges in the ridge and swale 
topography of the flat woods. Also of interest is the 
revelation concerning how many sites, both known and 
unknown, were heing impacted by mechanized timber 
harvesting - providing one of the earliest iruights into 
the rapid destrnction of the area's cultural heritage. 
In 1993 the Pores! Service contracted with 
New South b:isociates for a study of nearly 3,400 acres 
in the St. Stepheru area (Williams 1993). This survey 
included portions of Compartment 2 along the Santee 
River (where 128 acres were surveyed), Compartment 
25 east of Bonneau (where 70 acres were surveyed), 
and Compartment 26 in the Macbeth area (where 97 
acres were surveyed). This study represents the most 
intensive investigation of areas in close proximity to this 
study and provides not only additional background 
information, but al.o comparative data. A total of 71 
cultural resources were idenlified during those 
investigatioru, including 56 archaeological sites and 15 
isolated finds. Compartment 2 contrihuted six cultural 
resources, Compartment 25 contributed three cultural 
resources, whJe Compartment 25 yielded an additional 
four resources. 
The resources found hy WJliams and his 
colle~gues date primarily from the Middle Woodland, 
with relatively few Early Woodland or pre-ceramic 
remairui being recovered. In addition, the vast majority 
of these sites were recovered. either on the surface or 
within the upper foot. In fact only two of the 56 sites 
(2.8%) were identified in deposits deeper than 1.3 feel. 
Moreover, at least 59 of the sites (83.1 %) were found 
within the upper 0.3 fool of the soJ {Williams 
1993:Tahle 7). In other wnrds, few of the resources 
identified in thle par! of the Forest seem deeply hurled. 
The study also frequently comments on the 
poor drainage of the survey tract. Although some of 
these commenla were no doubt associated with the heavy 
rainfall earlier in the survey year, it is also clear that 
much of the ground in thie area is dominated by poorly 
drained soJ.. In fact, survey conditioru were al times so 
poor that screening of soil was curtailed and attention 
was largely devoted lo cleared ground and tree lipovers 
as a "rare opportunity for locating and defining both 
small and large sites based on surface scatters" 
{WJhams et al. 1993:5). 
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Although the study does not specify the soils 
on which the sites are found, it does in most: cases 
provide some comment on drainage in the site area. 
Nearly three-quarters of the identified sites and ulOlated 
finds were associated with soil. descrihed as well drained 
or moderately well drained. Even for those sites reported 
to be on poorly drained soil. there was often a qualifier, 
noting for example that the site was found on a slight 
rise in an area of poorly drained soil. - suggesting that 
the site drainage might aotually be better than that of 
the surrounding soils. 
Finally, the Cooper River Historic District, 
developed by Historic Charleston Foundation in 
conjunction with SCDAH, is situated about 5.0 miles 
to the southwast of the study area. This di.trio\ is an 
extremely diverse collection of cultural resources 
associated with approximately 45 miles of the Cooper 
River. The proposed district, covering around 80,000 
acres, has not been listed. on the National Regiater, but 
has been determined eligible by the State Historic 
P'.l:eservation offl.cet. 
The National Register nomination for the 
Cooper River District observes that: 
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This 150 square mJe area includes 
more than 70,000 acres. Within its 
bounds lay the oldest rural dwellings 
in South Carolina, a vast 
concentration of archaeological sites, 
and an agricultural and industrial 
history that serves as a paradigm for 
the development of the entira 
Lowcountry of South Carolina. The 
proposed Cooper River Historic 
District is a smaller area of the 
whole, which includes 164 above-
ground historic sites/resources and 
81 archaeological sites which 
contribute direotly to this 
nomination. 
This largely intact colleotion of 
buJdings, sites, structu'.l:es, objects 
and landscape features have been and 
continue to be associated with the 
river itself and illustrate the 
continuing use and occupation of the 
area from the early settlement 
patterns of the late seventeenth 
century (ca. 1680) to the changing 
uees of the landscape in the early 
dec.das of the twentieth century (ca. 
1940). The agricultural charao\er of 
the region from naval stores to rice 
and indigo and later to hunting and 
tree farming was imposed on the 
natural setting and in tum produced 
a unique cultural landscape through 
the period of significance. The 
Cooper River Historic District meets 
all of the National Register criteria 
and iB significant as a natural, 
historical and cultural landscape 
(Saunders and Poston 1998). 
A. such the distriot is of concern not only 
because of its size, but also because such dis!riots can be 
impacted by a broad tange of development pieEEures. 
Moreover, development activities should alao examine 
what impao\ they will have on the landscape itself, 
rather than simply on the resources as physical entities. 
METHODS 
Backei'round lnvestii"ations 
Prior to conducting this investigation we 
contacted the State Historic Preservation office for any 
information on National Register buildings, districta, 
structures, sites, or obieots in the study area, as well as 
the resulta of any structures surveye which may have 
been completed in the project areae (fax to Dr. Tracy 
Power, dated November 24, 1999). We also contacted 
the S.C. lwtitute for Archaeology and Anthropology 
for infonnal:ion concerning any previowily recorded 
archaeologicJ sites in the immediate survey area. We 
also made an inquiry of the U.S. Forest Service, 
requesting any background information that was felt to 
he signilicant for this particular study (email to Mr. 
Rohert Morgan, dated October 21, 1999). 
Field Metho~ 
The initially proposed field techniques involved 
the placement of shovel tests at 100 foot intervals along 
the centerline of the corridors. Only one transect, 
running down this centerline, was proposed einoe the 
corridors ranJie from 80 to about 180 feet in cleared 
width. In areaB of standing water or wetland. no shovel 
testa would be excavated. 
All eoil would be screened through 1/• inch 
mesh, with each test numhered sequentially. Each test 
would measure about 1 foot square and would normally 
be taken to a depth of at least 1.5 feet. All cultural 
remains would be collected, except for shell, mortar, and 
brick, which would be quantitatively noted in the field 
and discanled. Noles would be maintained for profiles 
at any sites encountered. 
Should sites (defined by the presence of one oc 
more artifacts from either surface survey or shovel tests 
within a 25 feet area) he identified by shovel \es\ing, 
further tests would be UBed to obtain data on site 
boundaries, arnfact quantity and diversity, site integrity, 
and temporal affiliation. These tests would he placed at 
25 feet intervak in a simple cruciform pattern until 
negative shovel tests were encountered. The 
information required for completion of South Carolina 
Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology site forms 
would he collected and photograph. would be taken, if 
warranted in the opinion of the field investigatore. 
This strategy was implemented with only two 
rnodilications. First, we discovered that several corridors 
exhibited considerable length. of very wet soils with, in 
some cases, standing water 1 to 2 feet in depth. 
Consequently, we chose to adopt the strategy developed 
for the survey of other nearby Forest Service property. 
Williams and his colleagues (Williams el al. 1993:58) 
divided their survey areas into high, medium, and low 
probability zones, b..ed on a variety of factors, but most 
significantly soil drainage. High probability areas were 
defined ss those with well to moderately well drained 
soil, typically found on ridgetops and terraces. Low 
probability areas were defined as "swampy, low-lying 
areas with a drainage rating of poor to very poorly 
drained" (Williams et al. 1993:58). The medium 
probability zones were those falling mid-way between 
these two extremes. 
For those areaB identified aB high probability 
zones, the survey rehed on shovel testing at 100 foot 
intervals on traruects spaced 100 feet apart. For the 
medium and low probability zones, shovel testing was 
conducted at 200 foot intervals on !rawects spaced 200 
feet apart. As a result, our shovel tests were placed 100 
feet apart when \he soils appeared to be well drained to 
moderately well drained, but increased to 200 feet apart 
when the soils were wet. We found that there was an 
excellent correlation of soil profile development and 
probability zone. Where the soil profile was reduced, 
with black to gray soil horizons, the drainage was poor 
and the soils would be claBsilied as low probability; 
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where the soils exhibited an oxidized profile, consisting 
of browm and yellows, the eolls were well drained and 
were classified ae at leaet moderately well drained. The 
areas which we classified as medium probability were 
largely better d<ained eoils that were situated some 
distance from any water supply. 
The only other modification of the operating 
plan concerned the number and placement of the 
transects. The corridors were not sufficiently wide to 
allow placement of two transects at 100 feetj but in 
several caf!eS seemed sufficiently wide lo warrant more 
attention than simply one transect. In those cat'es we 
ahose to place one transect running down the center of 
the corridor, with supplemental ahovel tests alternating 
approximately 75 feet to the right and le& of thie 
central be. This provided coverage in the central area, 
where the greatest impact will continue to take place, as 
well as allowed us to examine peripheral areas in a cost-
eHeotive manner. 
Several of the corridore al.o poesessed dirt 
access roads running along one or both sides of the 
transmission lines. When these roads were present (and 
they tended to be present except in those areas 
exhibiting very poor drainage and boggy soils). we 
conducted our normal ahovel testing then walked the 
road. back out of the survey traal. Thie allowed 
additional pedestrian coverage for the better drained 
portions of the survey corridors. 
In addition, where open, eroded, or denuded 
land was identified, additional time was spent ""'Panding 
the pedestrian survey. Just ae WJliams and hie 
colleaguea (WJ1ams et al. 1993:5) commented on the 
benefite of thie sort of pedestrian survey, we al.o 
recov.,ed several isolated find. from the survey tracts 
using thie procedure which would otherwise not have 
been identified. 
With theae exceptions the originally propoaed 
field techniques were implemented without incident. We 
did note, however, that at the time of our survey the 
soils were, in general, poorly drained. We also found 
abundant evidence - such as extensive rolling in many 
locatiotlB - that suggests these conditionB are fairly 
typical for the survey area. A. previously discusaed, 
many of the soils are conBidered poorly drained and a 
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number of the soil series have seasonal high water 
tables. 
WJ1ame and hie collesgues (Williams et al. 
1993:59) comment on the difficulty in assigning a 
strict defirution for eitee in the eurvey of nearby Foree\ 
Service tracts. In particular they observe that prehistoric 
sites in the area tend to exhibit sparse remains and, as 
a result, there has been • tendency to define eiles on the 
basis of as few as four artifacts. Ultimately they decided 
that areas producing between "4 and 10 artifacts are 
being evaluated on a case-by-Ca.Be basis to determine 
whether ground cover, site depth, or other factors 
effecting sampling should be cowidered" (WJ1ams et 
al. 1993:59). In general, however, four or more 
artifacts were considered a site, while three or fewer were 
considered an "isolated find." No effort was made to 
attach any strict boundary !mute to theae defirutions. 
We have followed this approach in order to 
provide conBifitency in the survey data ·generated for 
Forest Service lands. We have, however, added the 
condition that the four or more artifacts mnet be found 
within a 25-foot radius in order to be considered a site. 
Sitee will be evaluated for further work based 
on the eligibility criteria for the National Register of 
Historic Places. Chicora Foundation only provides an 
opinion of National Register eligibility and the final 
determination is made by the lead federal agency (in this 
case the U.S. Forest Service) in consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation officer at the South 
Carolina Department of Archives and History. 
The criteria for eligibility to the National 
R~gisler of Historic Places is deacribed by 36CFR60.4, 
which elates: 
the quality of significance in 
American history, architecture, 
archaeology, engineering, and 
culture is present in districts, sites, 
bwldinge, structures, and objects 
that possess integrity of location, 
design, selling, materials, 
workroanehip, feeling, and 
METI!ODS 
association, and 
a. that are associ.!ited vii.th events 
that have made a significant 
contribution to the broad patterns 
of our history; or 
b. that "'e associated with the lives 
of persons significant in our past; 
or 
c. that embody the distinative 
characteristics of a. type, periocl or 
method of con.elruation or that 
represent the work of a master, or 
that possess high artistic values, or 
that represent a significant and 
distinguishable entity whoee 
components may lack individual 
distinction; or 
d. that have yielded, or may be 
likely to yield, information 
important in prehistory or history. 
National Reg;ster Bu/feUn 36 (T own.eend et al. 
1993) provides an evaluative process that contains five 
steps for forming a clearly defined explicit rationale for 
either the site's eligibility or lack of eligibility. Briefly, 
these steps are: 
• identification of the site's data sets 
or categories of archaeological 
information such as ceramics, 1.thics, 
subsllrl:ence remains, architectural 
remains, or sub-surface features; 
• identili.cation of the historic 
context applicahle to the site, 
providing a framework for the 
evaluative processj 
• identili.cation of the important 
research questions the site might be 
able to address, given the data sets 
and the contexlr 
• evaluation of the site's 
archaeological integrity to ensure 
that the data sets were sufficiently 
well preserved to address the research 
questions; and 
• identi:fication of important research 
questions among all of those which 
might be asked and an.ewered at the 
site. 
This approach, of course, has been developed 
for use documenting eligibility of sites being actually 
nominated to the National Register of Historic Places 
where the evaluative process must stand alone, with 
relatively little reference to other documentation and 
where typically mtly one site is being considered. 
Laboratory Analysis 
The cleaning and analysis of artifacts was 
conducted in Columbia at the Chicora Foundation 
laboratories. These materials have been catalogued and 
accessioned for curation at the South Carolina 
Inatitute of Archaeology and Anthropology, the closeat 
regional repository, at the request of the U.S. Forest 
Service. The site forms for the identili.eJ archaeological 
site and four isolated finds (discussed in the following 
section of this report) have been filed with the South 
Carolina Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology. 
Field notes have been prepared for curation using 
archival stand.,ds and will be traruferred to the South 
Carolina lnatitute of Arohaeology and Anthropology as 
soon aa the project is complete. Tbe only photographic 
materials taken were color prints. Since these are not 
archival, they have been temporarily retained by Chicora 
Foundation. Analysis of the colleations followed 
professionally accepted standards with a level of 
intensity suitable to the quantity and quality of the 
remains. 
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We have been Wormed by the S.C. State 
Historic Preservation Office that there are no National 
Register properties in the projei..."'1 area nor are there any 
previous ai:chitectm:al surveys (Dr. TYa.oy Power, 
personal commwtlcation 1999). Regardless, since the 
current powerlme is fully conshucted and no expansion 
iB proposed, nor is any modification in its routine 
maititenance antioipat~ fui continued operation at the 
current level should have no additional impact on any 
historic sites in the project area. In other words, 
whatever impact the transmission line may have caused 
to the visual integrity or landscape of historic sites in 
the area, this intrusion 
has already ocaurred 
and no further impact 
will be caused hy the 
re-licensing of its 
operation by the 
Forest · Service. The 
proposed project will 
also have no direct, or 
foreseeable indirect, 
impact on the nearby 
Cooper River National 
Historic District. It 
has been operated for a · 
number of years, so 
again, whatever 
developn1ent it has 
promoted or may 
allow, is already in-
place and Santee 
Cooper iB. not 
proposing any 
Our investigations at the S.C. Irutitute of 
Archaeology and Anthropology revealed the number of 
both prehistoric and historic -reSourc.es reported in the 
general area by the U.S. Forest Service and ite 
contraotors (as we have previously discussed). For 
example, around the survey tracts in Compartments 25 
and 26, there are several dozen small sites, although the 
closest, 38BK140, 38BK853, and 38BK1220 are all 
at least 500 feet from the study tract. For the 
Compartment 2 vicinity there area number of sites 
found on the edge of the uplands, overlooking the 
Santee swamp lo....lands. In particular, we discovered 
that site 38BK233, was situated within the survey 
corridor. 
expansion of the 
lra-mmission line at 
this lime. 
igure 4. View of the wiling topography on the corridor in Compartment 2, Tract F 1260, 
view to the north. 
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igure 5. Portion of the St. Stephen's USGS topographic map showing the Compartment 2, Tract F 1260 surve 
corrid.or and identified sites. 
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Tim site was 
identified during the 
1977 survey of the 
"Cooper River 
Rediversion" and was 
situated m a 
powerke n,iht-of-way 
a.a it crosses the north 
sloping Santee swamp 
bluff" (Brockington 
1980:76). The site 
was reported to cover 
an area 120 by 60 
melera (390 by 195 
feet) within the 
powedme corridor and 




along with a much 
larger collection of 
"sandstone" (probably 
orthoquartzile) flakes. 
Although the site wae 
igure 6. View of 38BK233 looking lo the south showing erosion on the slope. 
thought to represent a camp or "email village," 
associated with the nearby swamp edge ecotone, it had 
been "badly disturbed by erosion and construction of the 
powedine" (Brocbngton 1980:76). A. a result, no 
further study was recommended. 
We were therefore ~ware of a number of sites 
in the general vicinity of the powerline corridors, with 
one site previously reported. from our survey tract. 
Archaeoloeical Survey of the Corridor 
in Compartment 2, T racl P 1260 
A. previously diecuesed, this corridor measured 
about 950 feet in length and about 180 feet in width. 
I ts southern boundary was denoted by a fence crossinjl 
the easement from the southwest lo the northeast. Thie 
corridor was particularly rolling, with a relatively sleep 
bluff overlooking the lowlands of the Division Canal al 
its northern end (Figures 4 and 5). 
The study began with a pedeetrian survey of the 
access road, which originated on the western side of the 
corridor, but at the northern end circled around to 
include disturbed ground on the eastern side for about 
300 feet. These access roads provided about 50 lo , 
100% surface vieibility. In addition, at the northern end 
of the corridor there was an area of extensive erosion 
which al.o allowed an additional survey opportunity 
(Figure 6). 
Shovel lBBling eurvey began al the northern 
end and extended southward al 100 foot intervals for 
the entire corridor length. A total of nine shovel tests 
were placed in the center of the corridor, with an 
additional five shovel tests placed 75 feet lo the east or 
west of these central tests. 
38BK233 
The pedestrian eurvey reidentified the 
previously recorded archaeological site, 38BK233 
situated al the north end of the corridor and found 
eroding from the bluff overlooking the lowlands where 
the Diversion Canal is now constructed. The central 
UTM. for this site are 602610E 3697510N and it ill 
situated on Caroline soils. The elevation in this area 
range from about 40 lo 50 feet, although it le likely 
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igure 7. Sketch map and profile for 38BK233 and Isolated Find 2. 
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RESULTS 
that much of the material found at the 
lower elevatiorui may have eroded from 
higher on the slope. The vegetation in 
tb part of the corndor is characterized 
by brambl.,,, and low grase"'3. Adjacent 
vegetation consists of a mixed pine and 











ISOLATED FIND -#1 
0 NEGATIVE SHOVEL TEST 
X SURFACE FIND 
The surface collection from 
this site produced six flakes, two 
sherds, and one biface fragment. The 
flakes include fonr rhylotic material and 
two orthoquarlzites. The sherds are 
both examples of Deptford Plain 
(DePratterl 979). The one biface 
fragment is a ortb.oquarlzite midsection 
of a possible Guilford (Coe 1964:43-
44). Tb assemblage is fa.u:ly consistent 
with the 1977 investigation, although 
there ill greater diversity m: raw 
materials and no bifaces (or possible 
Archaic materials) were reported. from 
the original study. 
I I ,. .... ,. . . 
0 I I :XO ~ 0 




Shovel Teet 1, placed just 
.north of the surface finds, yielded no 
materials. Likewise, Shovel Test 2, 
0 50 100 
I --= . -="i:::=====:i 
SCALE IN FEET ,_ 
situated 100 feet to the south, also 
faJed to produce cultural remains. 
Shovel Test 15, situated 2.5 feet south 
of Shovel Teet l, however,' produced 
ignre 8. Sketch map of Isolated Find 1. 
two rhyohte flakes, as did Shovel Teet 16, 25 feet to 
the west. Additional shovel tests to the east of Shovel 
Test 15 and west of Shovel Teet 16, failed to yield any 
remainB, although the surface scatter extended into 
these areas. Additional le.sting to the south at 25-foot 
intervals was also negative, again in spite of the larger 
surface scatter (Figure 7). 
The shovel tests revealed considerable diversity 
in the soils, hkely the re.suit of the e>.tensive erosion of 
this site. The soils, however, are idennfied as Caroline 
fine sandy loams. In those areas where artifacts were 
recovered, we found about 0.7 foot of dark grayish 
brown sand (10YR4/2) overlying yellowish brown 
(10YR5/6) sand excavated to a depth of 1.2 feet. All of 
the artifacts were recovered from the upper A horizon, 
In those areas where no remains were identified, we 
found subsoils characterized by clay and clay loams, as 
well as very reduced A horizons. Both of the positive 
shovel tests were situated on a very narrow terrace, 
probably accounting for beth the preserved A horizon 
soils and also the choice of this particular area for what 
appears to be a very short: term occupation. 
Although the shovel tests reveal a site no larger 
than about 15 feet north-south by perhaps 40 feet east-
west, the surface scatter (used as the site dimensions) 
measured about 50 by 90 feet. Tb is considerably 
smaller than originally reported and we suspect the 
difference is at least partially the result of continued 
erosion. It is also possible that the site has continued to 
be collected, or even that the bulk of the material. were 
picked up during the initial study. 
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Although this site produced a number of 
flakes, it appears to represent largely a surface scatter, 
with very little material still below ground. There is also 
evidence of extensive erosion, suggesting that there has 
already been exleruive damage to this site area, both by 
the powerline construction and perhaps by the Diversion 
Canal itself. The data sets are limited to lithic material. 
We found no tools, or other remains. 
A. a result, it seems unlikely that this site has 
the potential to address significant prehistoric research 
questions. It was originally recommended that no 
further work be conducted at this site {at that time the 
approximate equivalent of being recommended not 
eligible). We continue to recommend this site as not 
eligible for inclusion on the National Register of 
Historic Placee. Pending the concun:ence of the Forest 
Service in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Office, we also recommend no additional 
management activities for this site. 
holated find 1 
During the initial pedestrian survey of this 
corridor a single prehistoric ceramic - identified as a 
Deptford Plain sherd - was recovered from an eroded 
area adjacent to the western edge of the project corridor. 
The item was found on the edge of a slight ridge or 
knoll, dropping off to the west, but generally level le the 
east. The central UTM of this location is 602525E 
3697330N and the elevation is about 65 feet AMSL. 
Surface visibility wss good in the immediate area, with 
the access road to the west and additional erosional 
areas to the north and south. In spite of this no 
additional surface remains were identified. 
A series of five shovel tests were excavated -
one central test in the immediate area of the surface 
find, and four additional te.sts in cardinal directions at 
25-foot intervals (Figure 8). These tests revealed 
generally eroded soils, consisting of a brown (lOYRS/3) 
sandy clay about 0.4 foot in depth, overlying a yellowish 
brown (10YR5/8) sandy clay excavated to 1.0 foot. One 
of the shovel tests revealed a less disturbed horizon of 
grayish brown (lOYRS/2) sandy loam about 0.5 foot in 
depth, although it produced no cultural remains. The 
soJ. in the vicinity of this isolated find are al.a 
identified as Caroline fine sandy loams. 
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This isolated find cannot address any 
significant research questions appropriate for Middle 
Woodland sites on the FranciB Marion. Not only is the 
site hea-vily damaged by erosion and powerl:ine 
maintenance activities, but the data se-U. aTe limited to 
this single artifact. We recommend the find as not 
eligible and propose no additional management 
activities. 
Isolated Find 2 
During the shovel testing of the project 
corridor, Shovel Test 3 recovered two orthoquarlzite 
flakes within the A horizon (coruisting of 0.7 foot of 
very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) sand; below was a 
yellowish brown (10YR5/6) sand to a depth of 1.2 feet. 
The soJ. in the immediate vicinity are identili.ed as 
Caroline fine sandy loama. Additional shovel testing in 
cardinal directioru failed to produce any additional 
material. {Figure 7). Surface visibility in the immediate 
area was poor. 
The central UTM coordinates for this find are 
602620E 3697330N and the item wa. recovered from 
an terrace area about 65 feet in elevation. Vegetation 
was dominated by brambles and low weed.. To the edges 
of the corridor, however, were predominately pine, with 
some evidence that the area had been logged within the 
past 50 years. 
This site has not suffered any clearly 
identi:f:ia1le erosion or disturbance, but nevertheless, we 
suspect-that clearing and grubbing associated with the 
powerlme conrlruclion has caused signilicant damage. 
In fact, it is possible that these flakes represent 
materiak scattered from the nearby site. Regardless, our 
inability to recover additional materials and the limited 
data sets present, suggest that these materials cannot 
address significant research questions. We recommend 
it not eligible for the N ationsl Register pending the 
concurrence of the Forest Service. 
Archaeo\op;ca\ Survey gf the Cgrrido! 
in Comparlmen~ ~.Tr~£! F 7g 
This survey corridor was about 1.2 miles in 
length by about 180 feet in width. It began at S-53 and 











igure 9. Portion of the Bonneau USGS topographic map showing the Comparlment 25, T racl F 75 survey corrido 
and identified find.. 
25 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF THREE SANTEE COOPER CORRIDORS 
corridor was very level 
(Figure 10) and 
characterized by low 
weeds. An access road 
runs on the western side 
of the easement for the 
first 0.4 mi.le, while on 
the south end of the 
corridor, the access road 
is situated on the east 
side. 
The survey 
consisted of two 
transects - designated 
as Transects 1 and 2. 
Transect 1 runs from S-
53 southward for about 
4200 feet and conelirts 
of 22 shovel tests placed 
in the center of the 
corridor at 200 foot 
intervals. Tb. traneect igure 10. Compartment 25, Tract F 75 survey corridor, view from S-53 to the south. 
was terminated when we 
reached an area of relatively deep standing water (about 
1.5 to 2.0 feet in depth) that extended southward for at 
least four or five shovel tests (about 800 feet). At that 
point we retraced our steps back and picked up the 
survey corridor at its southern end. Transect 2 runs 
northward from FS 115 for 1400 feet and conalirts of 
14 shovel tests, again placed at 200 foot intervals. Tb. 
transect waa stopped when we again hit an area of 
relatively deep standing water, which we believe is that 
same ponded area as we encountered from the opposite 
side. 
T raruect 1 revealed poorly drained soils 
throughout its length. The typical soil profile consUrted 
of about 0.6 foot of fine black ( N2JO) sand overlying a 
gray (10YR5/l) sand subsoil. The soils ranged from 
damp (i.e., glistening) to wet (i.e., water trickling down 
the profiles and pooling in the base of the test). Soils 
were consistently very difficult to screen. Because of 
drainage problems in tb area no effort was made to 
excavate additional shovel tests at the edges of the 
corridor. Although there were few open areas, the 
pedestrian survey did reveal that the entire corridor was 
rutted and uneven. This suggests that the soils rarely 
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dry out and that much maintenance activity has taken 
place when the soils are wet and susceptible to rutting. 
Of the 22 shovel tests on Transect l, 13 Were not 
excavated because of standing water, with the depth at 
the last two test locations reaching about 1.5 to 2.0 
feet. 
At the southern end of the corridor, Transect 
'? initially revealed soil.a that were somewhat better 
drained. The first two shovel tests were excavated at 200 
foot intervals, whiah then were reduced to 100 foot 
intervals for the next five shovel tests. In this area the 
soils had a typical profile of about 0.4 foot of black 
(10YR2Jl) sand overlying a yellowish brown (10YR6/4) 
sand subsoil, excavated to between 1.1 and 1.3 foot. At 
shovel test 10 the soils again became very low and 
poorly drained, with the profile consisting of a black 
surface soil overlying a gray subsoil. At that point we 
again reverted to testing at 200 foot intervals and an 
additional three tests were excavated before we were 
confronted with deep standing water - at whicb time 
the survey was terminated. There was an access road on 
the east side of the corridor, as well as numerous areas 
(especially toward the southern end) with very sparse 
RESULTS 
0 NEGATIVE SHOVEL TEST 
e POSITIVE SHOVEL TEST 
igure 11. Sketch map of Isolated Find 3. 
vegetation. These areas were examined to supplement 
the shovel testing. 
0 
Isolated Find 3 
One Refuge/Deptford Plain sherd wa. 
identified from the dark brown surface soils of Shovel 
Test 2, identilied as Lynchbnrg fine sandy loams. At 
that point additional shovel tests were excavated at 25 
foot interval.a in the canlinal directions (Fignre 11). All 
of these tests were on equally dry soils, but none 
produced any additional materials. Nor were any 
additional materials found in the nearby road or in 
adjacent open areas. 
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find are 597205E 3682920N and the item was 
recovered from an area with an elevation of about 50 
feet AMSL. Vegetation in the area was limited to 
sparse, low grass. To the sides of the powerline easement 
the vegetation is mixed pine and hardwood, with the 
plants be~ somewhat more mesic on the eastern side. 
In the immediate site area the road appears to be 
slightly built up, although it doesn't appear to be 
constructed from fill {it may have been built up using 
the soil in the site area, perhaps accounting for the 
isolated find). 
This site does not possess the data sets 
necessary to address significant research question.a. In 
addition, it seems likely that the general area has been 
exteruively damaged by the construction of the 
powerline and associated access road, as well as perhaps 
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MOl:JLT 
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igure 12. Portion of the Bonneau USGS topographic map showing the Compartment 26, Trac\ F l 13a corridor an 
identili.ed finds. 
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igure 14. Sketch map of Isolated Find 4. 
gray sands. This corridor, while wet, appeared to contain 
several quasi-distinct drainages where the standing water 
increased from about 0.1 foot to nearly 0.8 foot deep. 
lntersperned among these very wst soil. were damp soil.. 
Consequently, we continued the survey to the railroad 
easement. of the 28 shovel test locations six were not 
excavated because of standing water. At the southern 
end of the corridor the ground increased in elevation 
slightly and we again found upwards of 0.7 foot of 
brown sand overlying a yellow sand subsoil. There was a 
food plot adjacent to, but not within, the powerlioe 
corridor for about 1,000 feet. Thi. area, in the south 
central portion of the alignment, had been plowed and 
planted in com. Surface vioibility was about 50% and it 
was examined at the conclusion of the shovel testing. 
Isolated Find 4 
During shovel testing of T raneecl 2, a single 
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X SURFACE FIND 
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SCALE IN FEET 
Deptford Plain sherd was encountered on the surface 
adjacent to Shovel Test 4 (the shovel test itself was 
negative}. A series of four additional shovel tests were 
excavated in cardinal directions from Shovel Test 4, but 
no additional materials were found (figure 14). In 
addition, surface vioibility in thi. area was good (about 
65%) and a pedestrian •urvey was conducted, looking 
for additional materials - none were found. 
The central UTM coordinates for thi. find are 
596275E 3681005N. The sherd was found in an area 
of Bonneau soil. at an elevation of about 65 feet 
AMSL on the edge of the ridge side slope to the north. 
Vegetation in the corridor consists of sparse grass. At 
the margins are hardwoods with a few pine. A. the 
ground begins to slope to the north, and the soil. 
become slightly dsmper, the proportion of pine 
increases. 
RESULTS 
by routine maintenance activities. AB a result, we 
recommend no additional management activities and 
believe that the site U. not eligible for mclUBion on the 
National Register. 
Archaeoloflical Survey of the Corridor 
in Cornparbnent 26, Tragt F ll3~ 
Thu. corridor u. about 5,800 feet m length, but 
only about 80 feel in width. It begms al US 52, where 
the ll5kV line splits 
from the 230k V line. 
While the main line 
continued straight to 
the south-southwest, 
the survey comdor 
crosses over the 
highway and cqntinues 
to the southwest 
(Figures 12 and 13). 
Much of this corridor 
ia also very low and. 
poorly dramed and it 
was divided mto three 
survey transects. 
sand overlymg 0 .3 foot of yellowish brown 
(2.5YR6/4)sand. Below this the soils continue to 
lighten in color and shovel tests were excavated to 
depth. of at least 1.1 feet and often as deep as 1.6 feet. 
In addition, the vegetation on the corridor in the area of 
survey in Transect 2 coruiists of very sparse grass, with 
surface vieibility averagmg about 50 to 60%. A. a. 
result, the shovel testmg was combmed with a pedestrian 
thu. area. The mterval was extended to 200 feet between 
Shovel Test 15 and 16 becaUBe the ground became 
+ 
Transect 1 
runs for 450 feet 
(three shovel tests) 
from US 52 
southwest. Each of 
these tests revealed wet 
black loam overlymg a 
gray subsoil. Thu. 
portion of the corridor 
is poorly maintained 
igure 13. View of the Compartment 26, Tract F ll3a coi:ridor from S-52 lookmg south. 
and was douUnated by brambles. Shovel testing was 
tenninated after three tests since the soils were 
becoming progressively wetter, apparently reflecting a 
slight drainage or slough area at the base of a higher 
ridge to the south. 
Transect 2 runs for about 1200 feet from the 
crossing of S-52 northeast across the ridge and down 
the slope until wet soils were again encountered. The 
first ll shovel tests were at 100 foot mtervals because 
the soils were well dramed, exhibitmg a profile of about 
0.4 fact af very dark graying brawn (2.5YR3/2) loamy 
more boggy and the soil profile exhibited mcreasing 
reduction. Shovel testing was teruUnated at thu. pomt 
on the transect because the profiles were wet. 
Transect 3 runs for about 5000 feet from S-
52 southwesterly to the Seaboard Coast Lme Railroad 
easement. Although the fuat 200 feet of thu, transect 
was dry soil similar to that found to the north of the 
road, the elevation began to drop slightly and the soils 
ranged from damp to wet. By Shovel Test 5 we began 
testing at 200 foot intervals and found profiles 




The only item found - and hence the only 
data set present - is the single sherd. There was 
evidence of some site disturbance, including the sparse 
vegetation and the dumping of modern (l.,ge!y 
cowtruction) trash along the woods edge. We do not 
believe that this site can address significant research 
questions and therefore recommend it as not eligible for 
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. 
Pending the review and concurrence of the Forest 
Service, in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Office, no additional investigations or 
management activities are recommended. 
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
Thia study involved the examination of three 
relatively short segments of the Santee Cooper 230kV 
and ll5kV Jefferies (Pinopolis) to Kingstree 
lranmnIBsion line which were constructed several decades 
ago. Santee Cooper is i:enewing its easement for these 
lines with the Forest Service and that agency directed 
that an archaeological study of the corridor on federal 
lands was required prior to the renewal. Thia report 
provides the results of that investigation and is limited 
to three sections: Compartment 2, Tract P 1260; 
Compartment 25, Tract P 76; and Compartment 26, 
Tract F ll3a. 
The fi.rat corridor extends a total of 950 feet 
and has a cleared width of about 180 feet; the second 
corridor extends about 1.2 miles, again with a cleared 
width of about 180 feet; the final corridor extends about 
5,800 feet and has a cleared width of at most 80 feet. 
Much of the corridor in all three areas consists 
of poorly drained and wet soil. such as Ocilla, Pinckney, 
and Rains - •ignili.cantly limiting the potential for 
archaeological or historical sites. Background checb did 
not idenofy any previous sites recorded on any of the 
survey corrido,,., although there have been a variety of 
nearby investigatioru. 
The corridors were investigated UBing shovel 
tests placed at 100 and 200 foot intervals, with 
supplemental tests at 75 foot intervals. In addition, 
pedestrian survey was conducted in all areas where 
surface visibility allowed. keas of standing waler were 
not shovel tested. 
The previous research in the area suggested 
that sites would be primarily identified on well drained 
soils and that most sites would be found within 0.5 foot 
of tbe surface. In addition, i;I; seemed likely that the site 
deruiity would be low and the quantity of materials 
encountered at any site would be low. All of this seems 
to have been home out by the current investigation. 
Only one previously reported site, 38BK233, 
was encountered during these investigations. That site, 
situated on well drained Caroline soils at the northern 
edge of the survey in Compartment 2, yielded a small 
collection of non-diagnostic hthic flakes and two Eady-
Middle Woodland (Deptford) plain sherds. In addition, 
the site area has been heavily damaged by erosion 
associated with the construction and maintenance of the 
powe:dine, as well as perhaps the co~truction of the 
Santee Cooper Diversion Canal. 
The limited data sets, coupled with the amount 
of growtd disturbance (and associated quei;tions 
concerning site integrity) have caused us to recommend 
the site as not eligible for inclusion on the National 
Register of Historic Places. This is collilistent with the 
sites initial evaluation in 1977 (Brockington 
1980:Table 1). 
We also identified four isolated finds, 
consisting of two flakes and three sherds. Each location 
was tested using close interval shovel tests (as well as, 
where poasible, pedestrian survey), but no additional 
remains were encowttered. There of these four finds 
were identified on well drained to moderately well 
drained aoils (Caroline and Bonneau). One was 
idenlifiecl on somewhat poorly drained Lynchburg soils 
(although the soils in this location appeared moderately 
well drained). Theae iaolated finds are al.a 
recommended not eligible for inclusion on the National 
Register. 
All of the archaeological material. (with the 
possible exception of the one isolated find from 
Lynchburg soils) were found in relatively well drained-
or high probability - loci. This is in spite of the facl 
that only 29. 7% of the corridor is situated on well 
drained soil.. Clearly, al least in this survey, there is a 
strong correlation hetween archaeological deposits and 
at least moderately well drained soils. 
Examination of the nearby road sides al.a 
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failed to identify any slruotuxes or sites which appeared 
to be 50 or more years old adjacent to or within 0.1 
mile of the various crossings. The project area is largely 
characterized by foresl. Regardless, the corridor has 
been used for a powerline easement for a number of 
years and no expansion on the line is proposed -
consequently, there will be no a.dJitional visual or 
landscape impacts. Nor is it likely that the continued 
maintenance of these alignments will have any dramatic 
impact on the surrounding area. 
h a result, we recommend no additional 
cultural resource management activities on this 
corridor, pending review and concurrence by the Forest 
Service in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Office. 
It is possible that archaeological remains may 
be encountered in the corridor during maintenance 
activities. As always, Sanlee Cooper crews should be 
advised to report any discoveries of concentrations of 
arnfacts {such as bottles, ceramics, or projectile points) 
or brick rubble lo the project engineer, who should in 
turn reporl the material to the U.S. Forest Service, 
South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office, m 
Chicora Foundation. No further maintenance activities 
should take place in the vicinity of these discoveries 
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